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tion of a shoe company. In the treaty it was stipulated that there should be 
no liability for any but the offense surrendered for. The alleged house was in 
fact a store, the burning of which was statutory arson in Iowa, but not arson 
at all in Canada. Held, the action of the Canadian authorities in giving over 
the prisoner was conclusive and habeas corpus was refused. 

Indians — Capacity to Sue — Ejectment — Johnson v. Long Island R. Co., 
56 N. E. 992. (N. Y.). — Plaintiff, a member of the Montauk tribe of Indians, 
brought action in ejectment on behalf of himself and any members of the tribe 
who would come in and contribute to the expense. Held, that Indian tribes 
are wards of the State and generally speaking are possessed of only such 
rights to appear and litigate in courts of justice as are conferred on them by 
statue, Vann and Landon, J. J., dissent. 

Where the jurisdiction depends on the subject matter of the controversy 
and not upon the status of the parties, the weight of authority seems to favor 
the right of an Indian to a standing in both the United States courts and the 
State courts. Wiley v. Keokuk, 6 Kan. 94; Yick Wo v. Hopkins, 118 U. S. 
356; Dred Scott v. Sandford, 19 How. (U. S.) 403. 

Internal Revenue — Stamp Tax — Bonds of Saloon Keepers — United 
States v Owens, District Court, E. D, Missouri, Fed. Rep. 160, Page 170. — 
The question presented by the demurrer to the information in this case is 
whether a dramshop keeper's bond, given pursuant to the provisions of the 
State of Missouri, is subject to the stamp tax of 50 cents imposed by the war 
revenue act of 1898 (Inter Alia) upon all " Bonds of any description, except 
such as may be required in legal proceedings not otherwise provided for in 
this section." 

Held, that a bond given by a saloon keeper, as one of the conditions of 
the granting by the State of a license, is an instrumentality employed by the 
State to execute and enforce its own laws in the exercise of its police powers, 
and does not require an internal revenue stamp, under the war revenue act of 
1898. The most notable point in this case is the fact that the Court construes 
the bond as a part of the license. It is a well established rule that the license 
itself is exempt from the stamp tax. The court maintains that the license 
does not express the entire contract between the State and saloon keeper; but 
that the bond and license taken together, constitute the contract or license, 
therefore, as part of the license, is not liable to be taxed. 

Judgment — Bar— Libel and Slander — Corporations — Union Associated 
Press v. Heath, 63 N. Y. Supp. 96. — The Associated Press had published a 
libel on the Union Associated Press by sending it to its correspondents. For 
that publication a recovery was had against the Associated Press by the Union 
Associated Press. The defendant in this case was a publisher to whom the 
Associated Press had sent the libel, and he had republished it. Held, that the 
judgment against the Associated Press was no bar to a recovery against him. 
Van Brunt, P. J., and McLaughlin, J., dissenting. 

Though the libel be the same, yet a different publication will give another 
cause of action. Every publication must be regarded as a new and distinct 
injury. Wood v. Pangburn, 75 N. Y. 498. A recovery for the wrong by the 
first publisher of a libel is not a satisfaction for the second publication. Wood 
v. Pangburn (supra). The dissenting justices maintain that the recovery 
against the Associated Press precludes further recovery from other publishers, 
as the act of sending the article, and the actual publication of it by the recip- 
ient, constitute a simple wrong, for which one recovery would be a complete 
satisfaction as to all. Knapp v. Roche, 94 N. Y. 329; Lord v. Tiffany, 98 N. 
Y. 412. The prevailing opinion seems supported by the greater weight of 
authority. 



